Theorem 3.2. Let N 2, 1 < p < p(N, 0) and u be a weak solution to (1.2) with finite
After the publication of our paper, Du and Guo point out in [2] that Theorem 1.10 and Remark 3.7 should be valid only for more restrictive exponent p. Recall that we consider weak solutions of
with α > −2, p > 1 and N 2. Indeed, the error came from the regularity claim at the origin in Theorem 3.2 or Theorem 1.9, which is valid only for p < p(N, α − ) instead of p < p(N, 0). 
) and the following fast decay estimate holds:
(1.9) Theorem 1.10. Suppose that u is a weak stable solution of
Then we have
The lower bound 
where C is a constant depending on α, r 0 , p and ε 0 . Then Lemma 2.4 due to Serrin implies that
loc (Ω \ {0}) by elliptic theory. However, if x 0 = 0, to get the above estimate ( * ) by the Hölder inequality (see line 5 of p. 3291 in [1] ), an extra condition is necessary, that is,
This is possible only if (p, γ (p), α) < 0, or equivalently only if 1 < p < p (N, α) . To conclude, 0, r 0 ) ) by Lemma 2.4, the Hölder continuity at 0 comes from Eq. (1.2). 2
The proof of Theorem 1.9 needs no change since it is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.2.
Sketches of proof of Theorem 1.10. We need only to review the subcritical case:
We use the Kelvin transformation v = |x| 2−N u(x/|x| 2 ). So near the origin, there holds
With (3.14), as
, we have β > −2 and direct calculation yields 
